For Republicans, this year is similar to both 1933 and 1993 -with a new Democratic president, a Democratic Congress, and Democratic dominance of the nation's governorships. But numerically, the GOP is in roughly the position it was when Bill Clinton took office in 1993, and in far better shape than in the early days of the Franklin D. Roosevelt administration in 1933. That's just as well for the GOP, as they gained both houses of Congress in 1994 but wandered long in the political wilderness after being routed from office by FDR and the Democrats in 1932. The results below compare Republican showings in the election years of 1932, 1992 and 2008. Republicans at presidential, congressional and gubernatorial levels after each election: Note: An asterisk (*) indicates an incumbent. The 2008 total of Republican senators reflects the number after the election and before the defection of Arlen Specter (Pa.) to the Democrats. The number of Republican governors is also based on the post-'08 election total.
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Sources: America Votes 27 (CQ Press) for presidential and congressional results; Elections A to Z (CQ Press), Guide to U.S. Elections, Vol. II (CQ Press) for gubernatorial totals. A new Democratic president, a Democratic Congress, Democratic dominance of the nation's governorships -the Republicans have been here before.
But they have not always responded in the same way. There have been quick comebacks. There have been slow comebacks.
And at this point, it is hard to tell which path to recovery Republicans will take -quick, slow, or maybe even one so slow that it leads to a long-running realignment in the Democrats' favor.
The good news for Republicans is that numerically, their numbers these days in both Congress and the governorships closely match their totals in 1993 when they mounted the quickest of comebacks. The previous year Bill Clinton had led the Democrats to control of both ends of Pennsylvania Avenue. But Democratic hegemony did not last long. In 1994, Republicans won both houses of Congress as well as a majority of the nation's governorships.
Yet tonally, this year is not unlike 1933, when another great economic crisis had left the Republican Party battered, bruised and largely irrelevant. Then, the Republicans barely recovered at all. Franklin D. Roosevelt and his Democratic allies dominated the political stage for more than a decade, as the GOP did not win Congress again until 1946 or the White House until 1952.
REPUBLICANS HIT RESET: HOPE FOR REPRISE OF '93, NOT '33
When the Republicans have been electorally rebuked in the past half century, they have succeeded in mounting a number of quick comebacks. The GOP captured the presidency just four years after their defeats in 1964 and 1976. And the party won control of both houses of Congress just two years after President George Bush's reelection loss in 1992. But not every Republican turnaround has been quick. The one after the party's Depression-era 1932 loss took well over a decade to complete. 
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The Republicans lingered so long in the political wilderness during the FDR years that the Democrats were able to realign the country to their advantage. And in spite of their spate of presidential victories since then, the GOP has been playing catch up ever since. The nation's political default position over the last three-quarters of a century has been one where the Democrats have held the upper hand, particularly in Congress and the states.
The ominous similarity for the Republicans between now and 1933 is the real prospect that they have not hit bottom yet. In 1933, the GOP was only halfway to its nadir. Losses that began in 1930 did not end until 1936 -a period of four successive losing elections. In the process, Repub-
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Over the course of the last century, the geographic base of the Republican Party has shifted from the Northeast and Midwest to the South and an array of basically small states in the nation's interior. In the process, the GOP has gone from having a winning hand in most presidential elections to a situation where they must scramble to put together an Electoral College majority. Following is a regional breakdown of the Republican electoral vote in the losses of 1932, 1992 and 2008, which to a degree illustrates the shift. More often than not since the 1930s, the Republicans have run behind the Democrats in party identification. There have been a few exceptions, most notably during the height of the Reagan era in the 1980s. Still, by this measurement, it has been hard for either the Democrats or Republicans to call themselves the majority party, as a plurality of voters over the last generation have consistently preferred to call themselves independents. When the Gallup Poll has asked voters: "Normally, do you consider yourself a Democrat, Republican, or independent?," the predominant answer has virtually always been the latter.
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Note: Some surveys of party identification give respondents the option of "lean Democrat" and "lean Republican," which substantially increases the Democratic and Republican percentages while decreasing the independent percentage. This survey did not offer the additional options. 
Obama's Popularity: A Problem for Republicans If It Stays High
In terms of presidential approval, it is not unusual for a new president to start high and stay high through much of his first year in office. However, by the time of the midterm election near the end of his second year, the job approval rating for most presidents has dropped significantly. The exceptions: the two Bushes. From rather modest starts, both gained ground over their first two years in office. This chart tracks the approval ratings of elected presidents since 1953, ranked according to their standing in the first Gallup Poll taken after their inauguration. It is an open question whether President Barack Obama will prove so vulnerable.
He began his presidency with an approval rating of 68%, one of the highest opening marks for any newly elected president since World War II.
But thus far, Obama personally has proved more popular than his programs -which include big ticket items from an economic stimulus plan to an overhaul of the nation's health care system.
In recent weeks, even Obama's popularity has begun to decline. In late June, the Gallup Poll pegged his approval rating at 57% -11 percentage points lower than immediately after his inauguration. The only other postwar president to see his approval rating drop by a larger amount in his first five months in office was Bill Clinton in 1993. His approval rating had fallen 12 points by the end of June that year. One of the problems for Barack Obama during the early months of his presidency is that he is more popular personally than many of the programs that he espouses. A variation of that was evident last November in California, where Obama won big while Proposition 8 (the ballot banning gay marriage) won narrowly. To be sure, while Obama was opposed to gay marriage he quietly indicated his opposition to Prop 8, calling it "divisive."
Not surprisingly, given the ambivalence expressed by the party's presidential nominee, the Democratic coalition in California sharply divided on the issue. Exit polls showed that the clear majority of California Democratic voters opposed the ban, but fully one-third were for it. Racially, African-Americans and Hispanics favored the ban on gay marriage, whites and Asians were narrowly against it. In terms of the actual vote, 18 counties carried by Obama were pro-ban, 16 were anti-ban. 
Little Demand for Third Parties in 2008
States where Ralph Nader (Independent) drew at least 1% of the presidential vote State where Chuck Baldwin (Constitution) drew at least 1% of the presidential vote State where Bob Barr (Libertarian) drew at least 1% of the presidential vote Govs. William Weld of Massachusetts and Tom Ridge of Pennsylvania, as well as Sens. John Chafee of Rhode Island and Jim Jeffords of Vermont. Together, they gave the GOP a strong base in the Northeast, one that the party no longer has. Altogether in 1994, Republicans increased their number of House seats by more than 50 from 1992, as well as gaining 10 Senate seats and a dozen governorships.
Whether Michael Steele can be similarly effective during his tenure as chairman of the RNC remains to be seen. But his start has not been nearly as sure-footed as his successful predecessors. And with the recent departure of Sen. Arlen Specter from the Republicans to the Democrats, the GOP must fight the impression that it is now a party that flies only with a strong right wing.
The gubernatorial elections this fall in New Jersey and Virginia will give Republicans a chance to begin shifting momentum in their favor. But it is anyone's guess what the future holds for the GOP on the national level -another quick comeback, a long exile in the political wilderness, or maybe even the emergence of a third party to challenge the Republicans.
While the latter option may seem far fetched at the moment, it is how the GOP itself came into being more than a century and a half ago -as a third party option to the declining Whig Party. It did not take long for the Republicans to win that political death struggle, emerging as a major party on the eve of the Civil War and sending the Whigs into political oblivion. The rest, as they say, is history.
'09 Primary Turnouts Way Down from '08
Not unexpectedly, primary turnouts for this year's gubernatorial contests in New Jersey and Virginia were down significantly from the presidential primary turnouts in both states in 2008. But the degree of falloff varied by party and state. In New Jersey, this month's Republican gubernatorial primary drew nearly 60% as many voters as the state's GOP's low-voltage presidential primary in 2008. In New Jersey and Virginia, the number of votes cast in this year's Democratic gubernatorial primaries was less than one-third the total cast in the party's hotly contested presidential primaries in each state last February. '09 GUBERNATORIAL PRIMARIES: THE PAIRINGS ARE SET J une is the month for weddings. But this year, it was also the month for gubernatorial primaries.
Primary contests in New Jersey June 2 and Virginia June 9 set the pairings for the November general election in each state. In New Jersey, it will be Democratic Gov. Jon Corzine against Republican Chris Christie, a former U.S. attorney. In Virginia, Democratic state Sen. Creigh Deeds will face Republican Bob McDonnell, the state's former attorney general.
Both races are expected to be highly competitive. During the recession, Corzine has seen his approval ratings seemingly reduced to a circle of family and friends. Meanwhile, Virginia's governors have a oneterm-and-out law that ensures that each election is for an open seat. And fairly or not, both races are being closely watched nationally as the first major referenda on the new Obama administration as well as a key test of Republican viability heading into the 2010 midterm elections.
Corzine encountered only token opposition en route to the renomination in New Jersey, taking more than three-fourths of the Democratic gubernatorial primary vote. In Virginia, McDonnell ran unopposed for the Republican nomination.
But the primaries for the GOP nomination for governor in the Garden State and the Democratic nomination in the Old Dominion were both hotly contested.
In New Jersey, Steve Lonegan, the former mayor of a small town in suburban Bergen County, sought to portray the Republican gubernatorial primary as an important skirmish in the national fight for ideological control of the party. It's "not just a primary, it's a revolution," the conservative Lonegan declared on the campaign trail, and urged voters to "stand up against the mushy, moderate middle… (and) the Republican Party bosses." Meanwhile, Christie, who had the support of much of the state party establishment, employed the Republican playbook on economic issues, promising tax cuts and spending restraint. On primary day, Christie carried all but four of New Jersey's 21 counties, losing just four smaller ones on the southern and northwest flanks of the state to Lonegan.
Turnout for the GOP gubernatorial primary in New Jersey was about 330,000, roughly 10,000 more than the number who cast ballots in the Democratic contest for governor in Virginia. But the latter race drew more attention from the national media, in large part due to the presence of Terry McAuliffe, the former chairman of the Democratic National Committee and the 2008 Hillary Clinton campaign for president.
With his fund-raising skills and national rolodex, McAuliffe quickly moved to the front of the pack, leapfrogging veteran state legislators Brian Moran and Deeds. Moran, a younger brother of veteran Northern Virginia congressman James Moran, anchored the left side of the field and claimed deep ties to the vote-rich suburban region. Deeds, from a small county west of the Shenandoah Valley, was figured to hold his greatest appeal in rural portions of the state where he shared voter support of gun rights.
Backed by his large media budget and big-name friends such as former President Bill Clinton, the garrulous McAuliffe was able to hold the spotlight throughout the primary campaign. But he came under attack from the others, on issues ranging from the degree of his business success to the intensity of his campaign effort in 2008 for Obama (who had easily defeated Clinton in Virginia's presidential primary). In addition, McAuliffe had to deal constantly with the impression that he was an outsider trying to use Virginia as a stepping-stone to the national stage, in spite of a 17-year residency in the state.
On May 22, the tenor of the campaign turned abruptly, when The Washington Post made a surprise endorsement of Deeds. From then until primary day, the momentum was with him. And on June 9, Deeds won going away -taking nearly half the vote, while McAuliffe and Moran divided the rest almost evenly. Deeds swept 10 of the state's 11 congressional districts, including the Northern Virginia 8th that is represented by Moran's brother. The only district that Deeds lost was the black-majority 3rd District that stretches from Richmond to the Tidewater. There, McAuliffe was a narrow winner.
In both New Jersey and Virginia, history favors the Republicans this fall. Since 1989, the winner in both states has been the candidate of the opposition party nationally. That meant Democrats during the presidency of George W. Bush, Republicans during the administration of Bill Clinton, and Democrats again during the tenure of the first George Bush. In Virginia, the pattern of electing a governor from Washington's "out" party goes back to 1977, the first year of Jimmy Carter's presidency. 
'09 Gubernatorial Primary Results
Total Vote 319,176
Note: The names, occupations and vote totals for primary winners are indicated in BOLD. Information for incumbents is also capitalized.
Source:
Results are based on nearly complete but unofficial returns from the web sites of the New Jersey and Virginia state election boards.
